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Office 0f Chairman Reed Hundt IFEB

Federal Communications Commission 23 !9” {
1919 M Street N.V. FEDERAL Gowm
Washington, DC 20554 me%&oc“ggggyssm

Dear Chairman Hundt:

Specialized Mobile Radio systems have been, since their inception,
adjudged private systems regulated by the Private Radio Bureau.
Admittedly their status has blurred with the increasingly more
liberal rules and policies particularly regarding interconnections
with the telephone network and more recently the proliferation of
wide—-area EMSRs.

To reclassify all SMRs to Commercial Mobile Service absent the
three year transition period (that seemed a reasonable compromise)
would be a gross injustice to small businesses such as ours. We do
not argue with the concept of regulatory parity but "instant
reclassification” will undoubtedly place a great burden on our firm
and stifle our ability to compete in a fast changing market.

We implore you to retain the three year transition period for small
footprint systems whose operations show little similarity to ESMRs
and cellular networks.

Sincerely,

Robs ¢ o

Robert C. Wallenbur
President
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List ABCDE

LETTER/FCCWASH. SMR



AL ket Hey
KO0, SUA=L52

f

T 00C
Radicom L EXPAR

Business Communications Systems

JRANUARY 11, 19934

RECEIVED
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 M STREET N.W. : [FEB 2 3 1994

WASHINGTONM, D.C. 20554

Tl
1£)]
147}
ool
2

e

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIGHS COMM '
OFFICE CF THE SECRE TAR"“SSH

DEAR CHATIRMAN HUNDT:

I AM WRITING TD URGE THE FCC 7O DELAY anNY RECLASSIFICATION OF
SMRs TO COMMERCIAL MOBILE SERVICES. WHILE YOU HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY
TO REVIEW THE CURRENT LEVEL OF COMPETITION BETWEEN THIZ INDUSTRY AND
CELLULAR AND THE LIMITED ARILITY OF THE TRADITIONAL SMR TO FROVIDE A
SERVICE " FUNCTIONALLY EQUIVALENT " TO CELLULAR.

I AM AN SMR OFRERATOR OFFERING TRADITIONAL, NOT WIDE-AREA DIGITAL
SERVICE. I BELIEVE THAT LARELING SMALL BUSIKESSES, SUCH AS MINE, AL
CMS WOULD SERICUSLY IMPACT MY BUSINESS. THE REFULQTTVNC, WHICH may
BE APPROFRIATE FOR AT&T OR RBOCs, WOULD GREATLY HAMPER MY AILITY TO
COMBETE WITH MY TYPICALLY LARGE CDMPETITURH AMD WOULD PROVIDE A
STRONG DISINCENTIVE FOR GROWTH AND INNOVATION.

I RECOGNIZE THAT SOME SMRs FROPOSING TC CONVERT TO HIGH
CARPRCITY, WIDE AREA SYSTEMS SHOULD AND WILL BE CLASSIFIED AS CME. AL
THEY MOVE TOWARD GENUINE COMPETITION WITH CELLULAR AND PCS.  EVEN
THEN, LCONGRESS HAS ALREADY DECIDED THAT TIME WILL BE NEEDED IF THESE
MEW SYSTEME ARE EXPECTED TO BECOME TRULY COMPETITIVE.

THE SMR INDUSTRY SUPFORTED PASSAGE OF THE OMNIBUS RECONCILIATION
BILL OM THE BELIEF THAT TRADITIONAL SMR?s WOULD CONTINUE TO BE
COMNEIDERED AS CARRIERS

TOURBE YOU NOT 7O PERMIT THE TRADITIONAL SHE BUSINESE TO BE
SREDDLED WITH THE UNNECESSARILY BURDENSOME COMMON CARRIER REGULAT IONG,

EASE DON'T “DUMP" ALL SMRs INTO THE NEWLY CRESTED CMES.
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Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman oo
Federal Communications Commissioner
Washington, DC

Dear Chairman Hundt:

We are writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMRs to Commercial Mobile
Services. While you have an opportunity to review the current level of competition between this
industry and cellular and the limited ability of the traditional SMR to provide a service
functionally equivalent to cellular. We also urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to have
a three year transition period for conversion of private systems to CMS, respective of which
systems are included.

We are SMR operators offering traditional, not wide-area digital, service. We believe that
labeling small businesses, such as ours, as CMS would seriously impact our business. The
regulations, which may be appropriate for AT&T or RBOC'’s, would greatly hamper our ability
to compete with our typically large competitors, and would provide a strong disincentive for
growth and innovation.

We recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity, wide area systems should
and will be classified as CMS, as they move toward genuine competition with cellular and PCS.
Even then, Congress has already decided that time will be needed if these new systems are
expected to become truly competitive. Just as in the long distance market, a transition period
is needed during which different types of regulations will be appropriate for different degrees
of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconciliation Bill on the belief that

traditional SMR’s would continue to be considered as carriers. We also understood that anyone
classified as CMS would have a three year transition period.

No.of Copios rec )7 )
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Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman

Federal Communications Commissioner
January 26, 1994

Page 2

We urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be saddled with the unnecessarily
burdensome common carrier regulations. At a minimum the Congressionally mandated three-
year transition is needed to promote the competitive environment to which the FCC is
committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition period that was mandated by
Congress, and please don’t "dump” all SMRs into the newly created CMS.

Yours truly,

WOODARD COMMUNICATIONS CORP.

/JW% S

Harold Dupre

Russell J. S

Chizal % Fontenot
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Attn: Chairman Hunt
(FEB 2 3 1994

Dear Chairman Hunt, FEDER&,?,%?MUMCEQ?@SE%OMMISSION
ARY

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay or withdraw any
reclassification of existing analog SMRs to Commercial Mobile
Services. While you have an opportunity to review the current level
of competition between this industry and cellular and the limited
ability of the traditional SMR to provide a service functionally
equivalent to cellular. I also urge you to affirm the Congressional
intent to have a three year transition period for conversion of
private systems to CMS, respective of which systems are included.

I am an SMR operator offering traditional, not wide area digital,

service. I believe that labeling small businesses, such as mine, as

CMS would seriously impact my business. The regulations, which may be

appropriate for AT&T or RBOCs, would greatly hamper my ability to
compete with my typically large competitors, and would provide a
strong disincentive for growth and innovation.

1 recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity,

wide area systems should and will be classified as CMS. As they move

toward genuine competition with cellular and PCS. Even then, Congress

has already decided that time will be needed if these new systems are
expeccted to becomes truly competitive. Just as in the iong distance
market, a transiticn period is needed during which different types cf
regulations will be appropriate for different degrees of competitive
development.

[ urge vou not to permit the traditional SMR business to be
saddled with the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations.
At a minimum the Congressionally mandated three year transition is
needed to promote the competitive environment to which the FCC is
committed.
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Office of Chairman Reed Hundt

Federal Communications Comm1ssxon lFEB 2 3 ]994

1919 M Street NW
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. , OF THE SECRETARY

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclass- o
ification of SMRs to Commercial Mobil Services (CSM). I;hppé
vou have an. opportun1ty to review. the current level. .of . .. e
compet1t1on betueen thxs xndustrymand cellular and the

A"funct10na11y~equ1valent - to- cellular.n i also urge: YOUrtO'
affirm the Congressional-intent to~have a three year: -
tran51t10n perxod for convers1on“of pr;vate s‘stems to CMS 3

large compet1t“'“" 11d:
for growth and 1nnovatxon.”
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I recogn1ze that some SMRs pr ::s1ng to. convert.to. h1gh
capacity- wxdemarea systens,«shoul ;and-will be- cla551f1ed as .« o
CMS as theysmovestoward:genuine:competition with-cellular and, ... -
PCS. Even then; Congress has already decided that time will
be needed if these new systems are expected to become truly
competitive. Just as in the long distance market, a
transition period is needed during which different tvpes of
regulations will be appropriate for different degrees of
competive development. -

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus
Reconciliation Bill on the belief that traditional SMRs would
cantinue to be considered as carriers. We also understood
that anvorne classified as CMS would have a thres vaar
transition period.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to
te =addled with thes unnecessarily burdensomes common carrier

regulations. At & minimum the Conaressionally mandat=d
three-year transition is needed to promote the CGmPE‘ﬁFﬂYRBhSﬁwd
environment to which the FCC is committed. List ABCDE

A Division of Mankato Answering Service
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MOBILE RADIO
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Federal Communication Commission

P.R.B. f 2
Attention: Chairman Hundt FEB2J ’994
2025 M Street FEDE ,
Washington, DC 20554 MCOMMUMC"‘TIONSCOMMNSION

CE GF THE SECRETIY -

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification
of SMRs to Commercial Mobile Service. While you have an
opportunity to review the current level of competition between
this industry and cellular and the limited ability of the
traditional SMR to provide a service "functionally equivalent"
to cellular. I also urge you to affirm the Congressional
intent to have a three year transition period for conversion of
private systems to CMS, respective of which systems are
included.

I am an SMR operator offering traditional, not wide-area
digital, service. I believe that labeling small businesses,
such as mine, as CMS would seriously impact my business. The
regulations, which may be appropriated for AT&T or RBOCs, would
greatly hamper my ability to complete with my typically large
competitors, and would provide a strong disincentive for growth
and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high
capacity, wide area systems should and will be classified as
CMS, as they move toward genuine competition with cellular and
PCS. Even then, Congress has already decided that time will be
needed if these new systems are expected to become truly
competitive. Just as the long distance market, a transition
period is needed during which different types of regulations
will be appropriate for different degrees of competitive
development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus
Reconciliation Bill on the belief that traditional SMR’s would

No. of hsmmdgz Z:Z
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continue to be considered as carriers. We also understood that
anyone classified as CMS would have a three year transition
period.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be
saddled with the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier
regulations. At a minimum the Congressionally mandated three
year transition is needed to promote the competitive
environment to which the FCC is committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year
transition period that was mandated by Congress, and please
don’t "dump" all SMRs into the newly created CMS.

James W. Bayne
President

JWB/tap
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December 28, 1993 JAKES | 0
Commissioner James H. Quello F? :
Room 802 ECE,VED

1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554 ~ IFeB 2.3 1994

o . FEDERAL Couy
Dear Commissioner, UNICATIONS
OFFICE OF THE Se e g MSSION
I was alarmed recently when ! heard that the FCC initiated rule making pro-
ceedings which could result in a drastic increase in the regulatory burden
placed on my campany. Apparently Congress has mandated the imposition of

"regulatory parity” among mobile communication providers. This has me scared
to death.

Our firm is a small two-way communications company in Soldotna. We operate a
couple of repeater channels on the Kenai Peninsula, and cater mostly to other
small service industry companies.

One possible interpretation of "regulatory parity” would cause our company to
be treated the same as a cellular licensee.

There is talk of allowing cellular and ESMR carriers to use some of their
allocated channels for dispatch. Because of the monopolistic (diapolistic?)
nature of cellular licensing, and possible competitive bidding/lotteries for
their channels, this will mean that the very deep pockets of the huge cellular
and ESMR carriers will squeeze the last breath of air out of mom—-and-pop-type

companies like mine. And there are companies like mine in every state in the
Union.

The FCC would lump small operators like us into their new, all-encompassing
"commercial mobile service provider" category. We do not employ frequency
reuse, and should continue to be regulated as private systems.

I have no illusions that Borealis Communications will ever be confused with
Motorola, FleetCall, McCaw, etc. To our customers, however, we are their
local. Alaskan service provider: we're the kind of firm that helped Alaska's
fishermen, oilfield companies, and tour operators expand.

Please do what you can to keep small SMR operators in the category of private

svstems.
Sincerely,
;é//‘/ M 7/
2 29Iy, /0. No. of Copi '
o 7 Ll Shcopies reca_

Barney Wilborg, owner




0 Deooket Lo Bpgie
séon (Commanications R MOTOROLA
of Central Wisconsin, Tnc. ad IU)
DOCKET FiLg COPY Y QRIGINAL

January 1EHes\Gi 8ALES AND SERVICE OF TWO-WAY RADIO COMMUNICATIONS §

EX
af Chairman Resd Hundt PAHTEOH LATE FILED

1717 M Street NW

Washington. DI 20554 RECE]VED
Dear Chairman Hundts [FEB 2 -
J 1994

The small, local SMR 1is i no way a threat to,
competitor of. cellular service.

MRELERA AL CouMy
ICATIONS \
OFFICE OF The SECRE‘;%MLSSIOA

My small SMR provides two-way dispatch service to about
A00 small businesses in Central and Northern Wisconsin,
arnd can not be considered to be "functionally eguivalent”
to cellular. In addition, we offer service only to
business and government, not to the general public.

I believe throwing the small SMR in with the monopoly
status cellular companies for regulatory purposes would
ultimately be devastating to ths traditional SMR service,
I the purpose of regulation to enhance compestition to the
benefit of the end-user, or destroy competition to the
benefit of those with the most powsrful lobbyists?

It makes sense to regulate ESMRs, after a suitable period
of consolidation and growth, on a par with cellular. But
to place the burden of common carriage regulation on small
miche companies such as ours makes no sense whatsoever.

I urge the commission o please draw a distinction betwsean
Wall Street financed cellular and ESHMR operations, and
those such as ours, financed with personal guarantees and

second mortgages on ouwr homes.

Flease follow c:c‘mqn:as,fsianal i_rat'rant and leave the basics of
the original industry
L Traditional ""i
e Dimpatcoh oniy

=0 licensed.
e Zevesar transition ;;‘JE'FiC)Cj from a:'xr"ivaf:e to

COMMErC ;a}. service for those af
LA ional eguivalency'” test fc-r“
’TLE!‘:':S:i'{ ication as commeroial
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Federal Communications Commission R E C
1919 M Street, NW E’VED

Washington, DC 20554 | FEB 2 3 1994
Dear Chairman Hundt FEDERA COMMUN;CAT{
> ONS

Our company is engaged in development of hundreds of 220-222 MHz ("220") systems
across the US. Part of our assumptions and business plan involve 220 licenses and
systems remaining classified as Private Radio systems, or in any case, operating under
rules, as has been the case for SMR's, considerably different from rules applicable to
commercial cellular systems.

Our company urges the FCC to delay an reclassification of 220-222 MHz systems ("220")
to Commercial Mobile Services. These systems cannot, and for the public benefit should
not, operate on "functionally equivalent" basis with cellular or ESMR systems. The 220
systems, by inherent technical and capacity limitations, cannot be "functionally
equivalent" nor close to such:

1. Each license (the local, five-channel license category of 220) has only five 5-KHz
channels. Even large collections of these licenses in a geographic area, operated in a
consortium, will have only a small fraction of the channels that cellular and ESMR
systems would or could have in such area. And in terms of total bandwidth, that
fraction would be further reduced to about one-fifth (since each 220 channel is about
1/5th the bandwidth of a cellular or 800 MHz SMR channel).

2. The 220 systems can operate only in a half-duplex mode, due to having transmit and
receive frequencies only 1 MHz apart-- too close for practical, commercially feasible
full duplex equipment (the only type-accepted 220 equipment is half-duplex, and the
220 equipment vendors have not devised a means to cost-effectively achieve full
duplex in 220, due to the very close [1 MHz] proximity of trasmit and receive
frequencies.). Cellular and ESMR easily operate in full duplex. 220, without full
duplex, cannot compete on an "equivalent" basis in the interconnect market. Also,
with such limited channels and bandwidth, 220 must limit even its half-duplex
interconnect if it intends to use its relatively small capacity to serve well its principal
market, which is traditional dispatch.

3. The 220 operators, per FCC rules, must operate within 5 KHz narrowband channels;
whereas cellular and ESMR have 25 to 30 KHz channels which allow for a wider
variety of propagation methods including channel splitting techniques (TDMA,
CDMA, FHMA, MIRS, etc) and higher speed data. As spectrum-efficient narrowband

No. of ies rec’ CZZ!
List ABCDE recd




pioneers, the 220 operator must be allowed to develop and test various new 220
technologies in select, controlled, flexible private-company applications— of the
operator's choosing- and not burdened by requirement to open up such pioneering
services to the public at large (to any interested party).

Clearly, the new, pioneering 220 operators should not be subject to the same or as much
or demanding regulation as commercial, high-capacity cellular and ESMR operations.
220 should be allowed to develop and operate as Private Radio services, providing
dispatch and other "niche" or "customized" services for special segments of the
population. 220 should not be subject to State regulation; should be allowed to choose
and exclude parties it serves, and should otherwise be permitted such reasonable
allowances that currently apply to SMR's and that appropriately have not been allowed
for (and should not be extended to) these commercial public services such as cellular and
ESMR.

Sincerely,

e e

Warren Havens
President and CEQO
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Ooffice of Chairman Reed Hundt (FEB 2 3 1994
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW FEDERAL COMMUNICATION,

L] S !
Washington DC 20554 OFFIGE OF THE SECATamg 0"

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMRs
to Commercial Mobile Services to allow an opportunity to review
the current level of competition between this industry and
cellular, and the limited ability of the traditional SMR to
provide a service "functionally equivalent" to cellular. I also
urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to have a three year
transition period for conversion of private systems to CMS,
respective of which systems are included.

Ericsson-GE prlmarlly serves the SMR operator offering
tradltlonal not" wlde-area _digital, service. I believe. that.
labellng small SMRs, as’ CMS would serlously impact those.ﬂ_.n”
bus1nesses.’ Regulatlons, whlch may "be- approprlate for AT&I or .
RBOCs, would greatly’ hamper" ‘their ablllty to compete w1th 1arge
organizations, and thereby prov1des a strong dis-incentive for
growth and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity,
wide area systems should and will be classified as CMS, as they
move toward genuine competition with cellular and PCS. Even then,
Congress has already decided that time will be needed if these new
systems are expected to become truly competitive. Just as in the
long distance market, a transition period is needed during which
different types of regulations will be appropriate for different
degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconciliation
Bill on the belief that traditional SMR’s would continue to be
considered as carriers. We also understood that anyone classified
as CMS would have a three year transition period.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be
saddled with unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations.
At a minimum the Congressionally mandated three-year transition is
needed to promote the competitive environment to which the FCC

claims it is committed.
No. of Copies rec'd_di.z.
List ABCDE
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January 11, 1994

Office of Chairman Reed Hundt
Federal Communications Commission

_2..
Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition

period that was mandated by Congress, and please don’t "dump" all
SMRs into the newly created CMS.

FrRiICsson Z | £
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Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMRs to
Commercial Mobile Services. While you have an opportunity to review the
current level of competition between this industry and cellular and the
limited ability of the traditional SMR to provide a service "functionally
equivalent" to cellular. I also urge you to affirm the Congressional intent
to have a three year transition period for conversion of private systems to
CMS, respective of which systems are included.

I am an SMR operator offering traditional, not wide-area digital,
service. I believe that labeling small businesses, such as mine, as CMS
would seriously impact my business. The regulations, which may be appro-
priate for AT&T or RBOC's, would greatly hamper my ability to compete with
my typically large competitors, and would provide a strong disincentive for
growth and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity, wide
area systems should and will be classified as CMS. As they move toward
genuine competition with cellular and PCS. Even then, Congress has already
decided that time will be needed if these new systems are expected to
become truly competitive. Just as in the long distance market, a transition
period is needed during which different types of regulations will be appro-
priate for different degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconcillation Bill
on the belief that traditional SMR's would continue to be considered as
carriers. We also understood that anyone classified as CMS would have a
three year transition period.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be saddled with
the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations. At a minimum the
Congressionally mandated three-year transition is needed to promote the
competitive environment to which the FCC is committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three yeal tﬁﬁéﬁﬁdﬂc’ﬂeriodd 7/

that was mandated by Congress, and please don't "dump" a
newly created CMS.

into the

eishuyhn

Sincerely, Q>ZZA;$/462A/{{;

GW/gi
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Federal Communication Commission
ATTN: cChairman Reed Hundt

Private Radio Bureau IFEB 2 3 1994
2025 M st., NwW

5th Floor FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS couy
Washington, DC 20554 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Dear Chairman Reed Hundt:

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMR's
to Commercial Mobile Services. As you have an opportunity to
review the current 1level of competition between ESMR, PCS and
cellular you will note the limited ability of the traditional SMR
to provide a service "functionally equivalent" to cellular. I also
urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to have a three year
transition period for conversion of private systems to CMS,
respective of which systems are included.

Triangle Communications, Inc. is an SMR operator offering
traditional dispatch radio, not wide-area digital, service. I
believe that labeling small businesses, such as ours as CMS would
seriously impact our business. The regulations which may be
appropriate for AT&T or regional Bells would greatly hamper our
ability to compete with our typically large competitors, and would
provide a strong disincentive for growth and innovation.

As some SMR's move toward genuine competition with Cellular and PCS
by converting to high capacity, wide area systems, classification
as CMS will be appronriate. Even then, Conaress has already
decided that time will be needed if these new systems are expected
to become truly competitive. Just as in the long distance market,
during which different types of regulations will be appropriate for
different degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconciliation
Bill on the belief that traditional SMR's would continue to be
considered as private carriers. We also understood that anyone
classified as CMS would have a three year transition period.

No. of Copies rec’ 422[
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATION CCMMISSION
ATTN: Chairman Reed Hundt IFEB 25’ ’994

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be saddled
with the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations. At
the minimum the congressionally mandated three-year transition is
needed to promote the competitive environment to which the FCC is
committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition
period that was mandated by Congress, and please don't "dump" all
SMR's into the newly created CMS.

Sincerely,
f
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Roy K. Smoker
Vice President

cc: The Honorable Albert Gore, Vice President
The Honorable Robert Walker, US House of Representatives
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ATTN: CHAIRMAN REED HUNDT

1919 M ST W | IFEB 2 3 1994

WASHINGTON DC 20554

. FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
Dear Chairman Hundt, OFF‘CEOFTHESECRE%'YMSSW
I am writing to urge the FCC tc delay any reclassification of SMRs to Commercial
Mobile Services. While you have an opportunity to review the current level of
competition between this industry and cellular, and the limited ability of the
traditional SMR to provide a service "functionally equivalent” to cellular. I
also urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to have a three year transition

period for conversion of private systems to CMS, respective of which systems are
included.

I am a SMR operator offering traditional, not wide-area digital service. I
believe that labeling small businesses,such as mine, as CMS would seriously impact
my business. The regulations, which may be appropriate for AT & T or RBOC's would
greatly hamper my ability to compete with my typically large competitors, and would
provide a strong disincentive for growth and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity, wide—area systems
should and will be classified as CMS. As they move toward genuine competition

with cellular and PCS. Even then, Congress has already decided that time will be
needed if these new systems are expected to become truly competitive. Just as in
the long distance market, a transition period is needed during which different types
of requlations will be appropriate for different degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconciliation Bill on the
belief that traditional SMR's would continue to be considered as private carriers.
We pat our faith in the FCC to support rather than destroy the traditional SMR
businesses. I hope this support has not changed with your new leadership at the
FCC.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be saddled with the
unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations. At a minimum, the Congressionally
mandated three-year transition is needed to promote the competitive environment

to which the FCC is committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition period that
was mandated by Congress, and please don't “"dump" all SMR's into the newly

created CMS.
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Thomas W. Pohlman
Owner — E.T. Communications Co.
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Dear Chairman Hundt, OFFICE OF g SECREggggISS’ON

I am writing to urge the FCC to delay any reclassification of SMRs to Commercial
Mobile Services. While you have an opportunity to review the current level of
competition between this industry and cellular, and the limited ability of the
traditional SMR to provide a service "functionally equivalent” to cellular. I
also urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to have a three year transition

period for conversion of private systems to CMS, respective of which systems are
included.

I am a SMR operator offering traditional, not wide—area digital service. I
believe that labeling small businesses,such as mine, as CMS would seriously impact
my business. The regulations, which may be appropriate for AT & T or RBOC's would
greatly hamper my ability to compete with my typically large competitors, and would
provide a strong disincentive for growth and innovation.

I recognize that some SMRs proposing to convert to high capacity, wide—area systems
should and will be classified as CMS. As they move toward genuine competition

with cellular and PCS. Even then, Congress has already decided that time will be
needed if these new systems are expected to become truly competitive. Just as in
the long distance market, a transition period is needed during which different types
of requlations will be appropriate for different degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Gmnibus Reconciliation Bill on the
belief that traditional SMR's would continue to be considered as private carriers.
We put our faith in the FCC to support rather than destroy the traditional SMR
businesses. I hope this support has not changed with your new leadership at the
FCC.

I urge you not to permit the traditional SMR business to be saddled with the
unnecessarily burdensome common carrier regulations. At a minimum, the Congressionally
mandated three-year transition is needed to promote the competitive environment

to which the FCC is committed.

Please extend to us, at the very least, the three year transition period that
was mandated by Congress, and please don't "dump" all SMR's into the newly
created CMS.

Sincerely, No. of Copies rec'd Qj/
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Daniel T. Pohlman
Owner — Automated Business Communications Co.
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LaVonne Cordon, President

PO Box 11110 (206) 842-2814
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110 Fax (206) 842-5575

January 20, 1994 RECE'VED

‘ -
Honorable Reed Hundt FEB 2 J '994

Federal Communications Commission OFFICE OF THE SECRE%WW

1919 M. Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

|am ng to urge the Commission to delay any reclassification of SMRs to Commercial Mobile Services
(CMSb,,If this is done, you have an opportunity to review the current level of competition between the
“traditional SMR" and cellular you will also be able to evaluate the limited ability of the "traditional SMR" to
provide a service “functionally equivalent” to cellular. | also urge you to affirm the Congressional intent to
have g three year transition period of conversion of the "traditional SMR" systems to CMS.
‘-ﬁ

{ am a woman who is the sole owner and operator of a small SMR system offering traditional, not wide-area
digital, service. | know that labeling small businesses, such as mine, as CMS would seriously impact my
business. Moreover, applying reguiations, which may be appropriate for AT&T or RBOCs, would greatly
hamper my ability to compete with typically large competitors and would provide a strong disincentive for
my SMR growth and innovation.

| recognize that some SMRs which are proposing and are converting to high capacity, wide area systems
should and will be classified as CMS. As they move toward genuine competition with cellular and PCS.
Even then, Congress has aiready decided that time will be needed if these new systems and the rest of
the SMR industry are to become truly competitive. Just as in the long distance market, the transition period
is needed during which determinations can be made as to the different types of reguiations that will be
appropriate for different degrees of competitive development.

The SMR industry supported passage of the Omnibus Reconciliation Bill in the beiief that traditional SMR's
would continue to be considered as private carriers. We aiso understood that anyone invoived in CMS
would have a three year transition period to make this major shift in operation.

| urge you notto penalize the “traditional SMR" systems with the unnecessarily burdensome common carrier
regulation at this time. At a minimum the Congressionally mandated three-year transition time should be
maintained to permit the developing the competitive environment to which the Commission is committed.

Very truly yours,

LaVonne H. Cordon Car Phone, Inc.

2 lorna K Condon/

LaVonne H. Cordon, President
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